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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 
EASTERN DIVISION 


UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 


Case No. 2:19-cv-282 


Plaintiff, 


v. 


NINETY-TWO THOUSAND FORTY : VERIFIED COMPLAINT FOR 

AND 00/100 DOLLARS ($92,040.00) IN : FORFEITURE IN REM 

UNITED STATES CURRENCY, : 


Defendant. 


Plaintiff, United States of America, by its undersigned counsel, alleges the following for 
its action against the defendant in accordance with Supplemental Rule G(2) of the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure. 

NATURE OF THE ACTION 

1. This is a civil action in rem brought to enforce 21 U.S.C. § 881(a)(6), which 

provides for the forfeiture to the United States of: 

All moneys, negotiable instruments, securities, or other things of value furnished 
or intended to be furnished by any person in exchange for a controlled substance or 
listed chemical in violation of this subchapter, all proceeds traceable to such an 
exchange, and all moneys, negotiable instruments, and securities used or intended 
to be used to facilitate any violation of this subchapter. 

THE DEFENDANT IN REM 

2. The defendant is Ninety-Two Thousand Forty and 00/100 Dollars ($92,040.00) in 
United States currency. The Drug Enforcement Administration seized the defendant on or about 
August 24, 2018, from Todd Blank’s luggage following a consensual encounter with him at the 
John Glenn Columbus International Airport. The defendant has been deposited into the Seized 
Asset Deposit Fund, where it will remain during the pendency of this action. 
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

3. Plaintiff brings this action in rein in its own right to forfeit and condemn the 
defendant under 21 U.S.C. § 881(a)(6). This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over an action 
commenced by the United States under 28 U.S.C. § 1345 and over an action for forfeiture under 
28 U.S.C. § 1355(a). 

4. This Court has in rem jurisdiction over the defendant under 28 U.S.C. 
§ 1355(b)(1)(A) because acts and omissions giving rise to the forfeiture occurred in the Southern 
District of Ohio. 

5. Venue is proper in this district under 28 U.S.C. § 1355(b)(1)(A) because acts and 
omissions giving rise to the forfeiture occurred in the Southern District of Ohio and under 28 
U.S.C. § 1395 because the defendant was seized in the Southern District of Ohio. 

BASIS FOR FORFEITURE 

6. The defendant is subject to forfeiture under 21 U.S.C. § 881(a)(6) because it 
represents property furnished or intended to be furnished by any person in exchange for a 
controlled substance, represents proceeds traceable to such an exchange, or was used or intended 
to be used to facilitate any violation of 21 U.S.C. § 841 or a conspiracy to commit such offense, in 
violation of 21 U.S.C. § 846. 

FACTS 

7. On August 24, 2018, the Columbus, Ohio Airport Drug Enforcement 
Administration (“DEA”) Group at John Glenn Columbus International Airport received 
information regarding a passenger identified as Todd Blank (“Blank”) who was stopped in the 
airport’s screening area when Agents of the Transportation Security Administration (“TSA”) 
found what they believed to be a small amount of marijuana and some currency in one of Blank’s 
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bags. TSA requested assistance from the Columbus Regional Airport Authority Police 
Department (“CRAA”). 

8. Upon arriving at the screening area, CRAA Officer Hussein G. Hartman (“Officer 
H. Hartman”) approached Blank to speak to him about the contents of his bags. Blank advised 
that he had forgotten that he had marijuana in his bag and that he was medically advised to use it 
for his back pain. Officer H. Hartman told Blank that the form of marijuana he possessed was 
not legal in Ohio. Blank responded to “take it” because his flight was leaving soon. Officer H. 
Hartman asked Blank if he could look in his bag, and Blank consented. In Blank’s backpack, 
Officer H. Hartman observed approximately six to seven bundled stacks of $20.00 bills. 

9. When Officer H. Hartman asked Blank where he was flying, he said “Denver” and 
that his return ticket was for the next day. Blank further stated that he was going to Denver “to 
see friends.” Blank did not provide Officer H. Harman with the names of his friends as requested. 
Instead, Blank said, “There’s a lot of them. I don’t know.” Blank then stated that he was not 
going to discuss his friends and that he was going to Denver to buy glass. 

10. Officer H. Hartman contacted the DEA’s Airport Group for assistance. DEA Task 
Force Officer Eric Doyle (“TFO Doyle”) responded to the screening area. Officer H. Hartman 
told TFO Doyle about the money and containers holding a personal use amount of marijuana found 
in Blank’s bag. 

11. TFO Doyle approached Blank in a way as not to block his egress, identified himself 
as a law enforcement officer, displayed his credentials, advised Blank that he was not in trouble 
and was free to leave at any time, and asked Blank if he would speak to him. Blank said that he 
understood and agreed to speak with TFO Doyle. 

12. TFO Doyle observed that Blank was carrying a roller bag and a backpack and asked 
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Blank how much currency he was carrying and how the money was packaged. Blank initially 
said that he had $6,000.00 to $8,000.00 inside his backpack and then advised that he did not know 
exactly how much currency he had in his possession. TFO Doyle asked Blank for consent to 
search his backpack to which Blank consented. 

13. In the bottom of Blank’s backpack, TFO Doyle observed approximately six bundles 
of United States currency. TFO Doyle noted that each of the bundles had a $1,000.00 yellow 
band around it. TFO Doyle asked Blank where the currency had come from, and Blank 
responded that it came from a bank. TFO Doyle advised Blank that the money did not appear to 
be from a bank because the bands did not display a stamp from a clerk. When TFO Doyle asked 
whether Blank could provide bank receipts or any electronic verification from his bank about the 
currency withdrawal, Blank replied that he could not provide that information because he had 
taken the currency out over an unknown, extended period and that he had banded the currency 
himself. 

14. While Blank was answering questions, TFO Doyle noticed that Blank was shaking 
and sweating profusely from his brow. 

15. TFO Doyle asked Blank why he was traveling with the currency. Blank advised 
that he was going to buy decorative glass at an auction in Denver. Blank further stated that he 
bought and sold decorative glass as a side business, but he declined to provide any additional 
details. 

16. TFO Doyle then asked Blank about his airline ticket purchase. Blank indicated 
that he had purchased a roundtrip ticket to Denver, Colorado, the day before his departure (August 
23) and that he was scheduled to return to Columbus, Ohio, the next day (August 25). Blank 
stated that he might extend his trip to visit friends; however. Blank could not provide details about 


4 


Case: 2:19-cv-00282-GCS-KAJ Doc #: 1 Filed: 01/29/19 Page: 5 of 10 PAGEID #: 5 


where he intended to stay or the names of the friends he intended to visit. TFO Doyle asked 
Blank if he would like to discuss his travel further in the DEA’s airport office. Blank agreed and 
accompanied TFO Doyle and Officer H. Hartman to the office. 

17. Based on his training and experience, TFO Doyle knows that narcotics or money 
couriers often purchase airline tickets within 72 hours of travel to known source areas for illegal 
narcotics like Denver, Colorado, or to known destination areas for illegal narcotics like Columbus, 
Ohio. 

18. Upon arriving at the office, DEA Task Force Officer Andrew D’Orazio (“TFO 
D’Orazio”) joined the group. TFO D’Orazio identified himself as a law enforcement officer and 
advised Blank that he was free to leave the office at any time. Blank immediately responded that 
he wanted to leave. 

19. Based on TFO Doyle’s training and experience, his conversation with Blank, and 
his observations during their conversation, TFO Doyle believed that the currency in Blank’s bag 
was related to illegal narcotics activity and subject to seizure. TFO Doyle advised Blank that he 
was free to leave, but he was going to seize the currency as narcotic proceeds. Blank stated that 
was fine and agreed to wait while TFO Doyle completed a DEA seizure receipt. 

20. TFO D’Orazio asked Blank for consent to search his carry-on, roller bag while he 
was waiting for TFO Doyle to complete the seizure receipt. Blank consented to the search. 
TFO D’Orazio opened the roller bag and found a large amount of currency concealed within the 
zipper pockets and liner of the bag. The currency was banded identically to the currency that was 
found in Blank’s backpack. TFO D’Orazio also found a solid form of hashish called “dab” or 
marijuana wax in Blank’s shaving kit. 

21. Officer H. Hartman informed Blank of his Miranda rights, which TFOs Doyle and 
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D’Orazio witnessed. Blank did not immediately ask to speak to an attorney. 

22. TFO D’ Orazio asked Blank why the currency was hidden under the liner of the bag. 
When Blank did not answer, TFO D’Orazio asked Blank if the currency belonged to him. Again, 
Blank did not answer and then advised that he did not want to discuss the currency further and that 
he wanted to speak to his legal counsel. TFO D’Orazio advised Blank that he was welcome to 
call anyone and then provided Blank with privacy at his request to make a call. 

23. Blank entered a private office, closed the door, and made a phone call. After 
approximately ten minutes, Blank came out of the office, wished the officers a good day, and made 
his way to the office’s exit. Before he left, the officers offered Blank the opportunity to sign the 
DEA seizure receipt, but Blank declined to sign or accept the receipt. 

24. Officer H. Flartman seized the personal use marijuana and marijuana wax found in 
Blank’s bags for destruction, advised Blank and the DEA officers that he did not need any 
additional information, and left the office. 

25. Following Officer H. Hartman’s departure, the DEA officers walked Blank back to 
the ticketing area of the airport and offered to speak to the ticketing agents to assist him with re¬ 
booking his flight without an additional charge. Blank declined and left the area. 

26. After returning to the DEA airport office, TFO D’Orazio requested assistance from 
the CRAA K-9 Officer Jenelle Hartman (“Officer J. Hartman”) and K-9 “Daron” to conduct a 
narcotic detection K-9 sniff on a package containing the seized currency. The money seized from 
Blank’s bags was placed in a new Efnited States Postal Service Priority Mail package (“LISPS 
package”) and sealed. The requested narcotic detection K-9 sniff consisted of two separate K-9 
sniffs as follows. 

a. Ten USPS packages were placed in a circle in the DEA office. 
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Five of the packages were empty, and five contained shredded, circulated currency. 
Officer J. Hartman and K-9 Daron entered the office and conducted a sniff of the 
ten packages. K-9 Daron did not show a change in behavior to any of the ten 
packages. Officer J. Hartman and K-9 Daron then left the area. 

b. TFO D’Orazio replaced one of the packages with the USPS package 
that contained the money from Blank’s bags. The location of the money was 
unknown to Officer J. Hartman. Officer J. Hartman and K-9 Daron returned to 
the room and conducted a sniff of the packages. K-9 Daron showed a positive 
alert for the odor of narcotics on one of the packages by stopping at the package, 
squaring off, and then scratching at the top of the package. TFO D’Orazio advised 
Officer J. Hartman that it was the package containing the money seized from 
Blank’s bags. 

27. After an official count, it was determined that the United States currency hidden in 
Blank’s bags totaled $92,040.00 in United States currency (the defendant) and consisted of 1 - 
$100.00 bill and 4,597 - $20.00 bills. 

28. Blank has a history of trafficking in drugs. On or about September 25, 1986, 
Blank was convicted of aggravated trafficking in drugs in Franklin County, Ohio, and was 
sentenced to eighteen months in prison. 

29. On October 31, 2018, the DEA received a claim from Blank asserting that he is the 
sole owner of the defendant. Blank did not include any documents or information supporting his 
claim. 

30. In or about mid-December 2018, TFO D’Orazio was conducting surveillance in the 
airport and saw Blank again. TFO D’Orazio greeted Blank and asked Blank if he would speak 
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to him. Blank stopped and agreed to talk to TFO D’Orazio. While they spoke, Blank advised 
that he was traveling on a direct flight to Los Angeles, California, to visit friends. Blank 
consented to allow TFO D’Orazio to search his carry-on bag. Upon searching the bag, TFO 
D’Orazio found glass smoking devices, known to TFO D’Orazio to be used for smoking or 
“vaping” marijuana products, and some computer equipment. TFO D’Orazio noted that Blank 
did not have any clothing in his carry-on bag and asked if he had any checked luggage. Blank 
advised that he did not and that he intended to borrow clothes from his friends in Los Angeles. 
Shortly thereafter, Blank left the area for his flight. 

31. Based on the forgoing facts, the United States asserts that the defendant, a total of 
$92,040.00 in United States currency, represents property furnished or intended to be furnished by 
any person in exchange for a controlled substance, represents proceeds traceable to such an 
exchange, or was used or intended to be used to facilitate any violation of 21 U.S.C. § 841 or a 
conspiracy to commit such offense, in violation of 21 U.S.C. § 846. Therefore, the property is 
subject to forfeiture to the United States under 21 U.S.C. § 881(a)(6). 

CLAIM FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, the plaintiff respectfully requests that: 

(a) pursuant to Rule G(3)(b)(i), Supplemental Rules, the Clerk issue a warrant of arrest 
in rem, directing the United States to arrest and seize the defendant and to retain the same in its 
custody subject to further order of the Court; 

(b) the Court, pursuant to Rule G(4), Supplemental Rules, direct the United States to 
give notice to all persons and entities having an interest in the defendant to assert, in conformity 
with the law, a statement of any interest they may have, including notice by publication on the 
official government website, www.forfeiture.gov, for 30 consecutive days; 
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(c) the forfeiture of the defendant to the United States be confirmed, enforced, and 
ordered by the Court; 

(d) the Court thereafter order the United States to dispose of the defendant as provided 
by law; and 

(e) the Court award the United States all other relief to which it is entitled, including 
the costs of this action. 


Respectfully submitted, 

BENJAMIN C. GLASSMAN 
United States Attorney 

s/Deborah D. Grimes _ 

DEBORAH D. GRIMES (0078698) 

Assistant United States Attorney 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

221 East Fourth Street, Suite 400 

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202 

(513) 684-3711 / Fax (513) 684-6385 

Deborah.Grimes@usdoj.gov 
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VERIFICATION 


I, Eric M. Doyle, hereby verify and declare under the penalty of perjury that I am a Task 
Force Officer with the Drug Enforcement Administration, that I have read the foregoing Verified 


Complaint for Forfeiture In Rem and know the contents thereof, and that the matters contained in 


the complaint are true to my own knowledge, except those matters stated to be alleged on 
information and belief and as to those matters, I believe them to be true. 

The sources of my knowledge and information and the grounds of my belief are the official 
files and records of the United States, information supplied to me by other law enforcement 
officers, and my investigation of this case. 

I hereby verify and declare under the penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and 

correct. 


Date 




Drug Enforcement Administration 
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